
A Well-Merited Honor to Julius Hirschberg of Berlin
To the Editor:\p=m-\JuliusHirschberg was 70 years old, Sep-

tember 18. His friends, pupils and colleagues joined in cele-
brating the event by the publication of a selection from his
medical writings from 1868 to 1912 in a stately volume of
almost 900 pages, a volume splendidly arranged and most
useful for reference and for study (Julius Hirschbergs ausge-
w\l=a"\hlteAbhandlungen (1868-1912) zu seinem 70. Geburts-
tage, Ihm ueberreicht im Namen seiner Sch\l=u"\lervon Oscar
Fehr und Wilhelm M\l=u"\hsam,Veit & Co., Leipsig, 1913).
On the evening of September 18 a banquet was arranged

in Dr. Hirschberg's honor in Berlin, and on this occasion a

medallion was presented to him. Among those who sub-
scribed to this testimonial was the Section on Ophthalmology
of the American Medical Association, of which Dr. Hirschberg
has been an honorary member since 1905. The medallion
(6 by 8 cm.) is a work of art and presents a striking like-
ness of Dr. Hirschberg. On the reverse is a beautiful design
showing Ophthalmic Science raising the veil from the blind.

Medallion to Julius llirschberg : obverse and reverse.

On one side the royal palace at Berlin is seen in the distance,
on the other the old eye clinic, which is familiar to so many
American ophthalmologists. In the corner below are stacked
up the more important works which Hirschberg has published.
It is gratifying to his friends that the American profession

through the Section on Ophthalmology participated in show¬
ing' honor to this veteran of ophthalmology.

Harry Friedenwald, M.D., Baltimore.

The Misuse of Scientific Articles by Proprietary Manufacturers
To the Editor:\p=m-\Someyears ago I read a paper before the

Harlem Medical Association concerning "Conjunctivitis and
Its Treatment." The Dios Chemical Company of St. Louis
has made use of this article in advertising its product,
"Palpebrine." While the company makes no statement to
the effect that I indorse the preparation, it is evident that
both physicians and laymen get the impression that my paper
is in the nature of a testimonial of "Palpebrine."
The facts are, I do not use "Palpebrine," do not know its

composition, and would not use it if I did know. To my
mind such preparations are altogether unnecessary. I wrote

to the Dios Chemical Company, protesting against this use
of my paper and received word from it to the effect that
no more pamphlet reprints of the paper would be sent out.

Frank Van Fleet, M.D., New York City.
Comment.\p=m-\Themisuse of scientific articles by proprietary

manufacturers is not so common to-day as it used to be,
but as Dr. Van Fleet's letter shows, the practice is evidently
not entirely obsolete. *If every physician whose name is used
as an advertising asset by nostrum manufacturers Would
protest, this particular evil could be entirely abolished.

Activity of Parke, Davis' Detail Men
To the Editor:\p=m-\Arepresentative of Parke, Davis & Com-

pany, either of his own accord or in accordance with instruc-
tions, is making certain statements to the physicians of this
district that are, it seems to me, worthy of consideration.
He states that the Council is composed of a body of men who
are, for purely personal reasons, hostile to P. D. & Co., and
that they at one time said that they "would get P. D. & Co.,"
that P. D. & Co. had only recently prevented them from

making a report on a six-
teen-year-old sample of
fluidextract of ergot, P. D.
& Co.; that some time ago
the Council had requested
P. D. & Co. to submit an
unstandardized sample of
fluidextract of digitalis,
U. S. P., for examination,
but at the same time had
permitted H. K. Mulford &
Company to submit their
standardized product not
made in accordance with
the U. S. P., and that a

report published some time
ago in The Journal was
on different fluidextracts,
and not U. S. P. extracts,
and, finally, that P. D. &
Co. were an immensely
wealthy concern hiring the
best experts, that money
could get; that they paid
no attention to the Council
and proposed to destroy it.
I am inclined to believe

that this is a part of a well
defined campaign of educa-
tion (?) that is being car¬

ried on by the employees of P. D. & Co. wherever they may be,
and that the attention of the profession should be called to it.

J. C. Stone, M.D., Wayland, Iowa.

The Quality of Drugs Sold to Dispensing Physicians
To the Editor:\p=m-\Thefollowing letter, signed "Frank G.

Ryan, President," has been sent to medical and pharmaceutical
journals by Parke, Davis & Co.:
"Will you do us the kindness to read pages 858 and 859, Journal

of the A. M. A., September 13? Notice the slurring statement that
our Fluid Extract Digitalis, U. S. P., is only 57.66 + per cent.
potent.
"A glance at the enclosed labels will show you that we market two

fluid extracts of Digitalis\p=m-\one,No. 507 (which was NOT tested by
Puckner and Hatcher), F. E. Digitalis, P. D. & Co., which is
PHYSIOLOGICALLY STANDARDIZED AND STRONGLY ALCO-
HOLIC; the other, No. 209, F. E. Digitalis, U. S. P., which is not
physiologically standardized. Observe the very explicit language
of the 'Note' at the foot of each label. Could anything be plainer
or more definite?
"In Dr. Puckner's tests he includes\p=m-\doubtlessfor good and suffi-

cient reasons of his own\p=m-\ourF. E. Digitalis, U. S. P., which we
market only in deference to an existing demand ; but the superior
product wfcich we standardize physiologically, and which we
expressly recommend as more reliable and active than the officiai,
he omits wholly from his comparison.
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